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ratio to my zealous kindness towards him, as to be
defended by his warmest admirer, Charles Lamb—(who,
G-od bless him! besides his characteristic obstinacy of
adherence to old friends, as long at least as they are at
all down in the world, is linked as by a charm to Hazlitt's
conversation)- only as 'frantic';—Mr Hazlitt, I say, himself
replied to an assertion of my plagiarism from Schlegel in
these words; 'That is a lie; for I myself heard the very
same character of Hamlet from Coleridge before he went
to Germany, and when he had neither read, nor could
read, a page of German!' Now Hazlitt was on a visit to
me at my cottage at Nether Stowey, Somerset, in the
summer of the year 1798, in the September of which year
I first was out of sight of the shores of Great Britain,
Recorded by me, S. T. Coleridge, 7th January, 1819.]
The seeming inconsistencies in the conduct
and character of Hanilet have long exercised
the conjectural ingenuity of critics; and, as we
are always loth to suppose that the cause of
defective apprehension is in ourselves, the mystery
has been too commonly explained by the very
easy process of setting it down as in fact inex-
plicable, and by resolving the phenomenon into
a misgrowth or lusus of the capricious and
irregular genius of Shakespeare. The shallow
and stupid arrogance of these vulgar and indolent
decisions I would fain do my best to expose.
I believe the character of Hamlet may be traced
to Shakespeare's deep and accurate science in
mental philosophy. Indeed, that this character
must have some connection with the common
fundamental laws of our nature may be assumed
from the fact, that Hamlet has been the darling
of every country in which the literature of
England has been fostered. In order to under-
stand him, it is essential that we should reflect
on the constitution of our own minds. Man is

